











During these opportunities, no protests of the planning level action were filed with the BLM,
nor did the Governor respond with any concerns regarding consistency with State policy.

Oregon Wild submitted the only comment letter on the implementation level actions
considered in the EA. These comments and BLM’s response regarding whether they resulted in
changes to the EA are summarized below:

1. Comment: Proposed mitigation includes spur road closure (which we support) and
removal of conifers from 45 acres of sage grouse habitat. This sounds nice but 45 acres
is a drop in the bucket. It would be better if the mitigation was putting the same effort
into removing trees from a much larger area where juniper is just starting to encroach.
We urge that juniper be felled, lopped and scattered by hand (not with heavy
equipment), with trees left on-site, not removed. Response: The BLM developed the
spur road closure and 45 acre conifer removal proposal in close coordination with
ODFW and USFWS. The analysis in the EA (pages 33-45) shows this action would
compensate for unavoidable adverse effects on wildlife from development of the
communication site structures on four acres. Therefore, the BLM did not modify the EA
to include an alternative with an expanded amount of conifer removal.

2. Comment: The maintenance of the access road should be carefully designed to
avoid/minimize erosion and off-site movement of sediment, weed seeds, et cetera.
Gravel used for spot-graveling the road should be certified weed-free. Response: Design
features regarding erosion control and weed free gravel are already included in the EA
(see pages 9, 12, 13, 21, 24, et cetera). Therefore, the BLM did not modify the EA to
address this comment.

3. Comment: Tower design and lighting should avoid/minimize conflicts with birds and
bats. Response: Alternative 2 in the EA includes stipulations to minimize tower impacts
on birds and bats. For example, there would be no tower lights or guy wires (page 8 in
the EA). Also, the wildlife design features (EA pages 13-14) require perch deterrents and
other actions that would reduce impacts on sage-grouse and other wildlife. Therefore,
the BLM did not modify the EA to address this comment.

4. Comment: Will construction material be transported to the site using helicopters or
roads? We are concerned that construction of BPA's 50 foot long concrete building will
require too many trips on the very small road, not designed for that use. We do not
want to see the road improved. Rather, the material may need to be flown in, or the
building reduced in size. Response: The EA includes a number of actions to ensure road
improvements have a minimal impact on resources (see EA pages 9, 12-16). Use of
helicopters to transport materials would be unnecessary as well as technically and
economically unfeasible; therefore, BLM did not modify the EA to include an alternative
that considered this.

Administrative remedies

This decision constitutes my final decision and may be appealed to the Interior Board of Land
Appeals, Office of the Secretary, in accordance with the regulations contained in 43 CFR, Part 4
and Form 1842-1 (available with the EA and this decision on the BLM’s ePlanning website). Your
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notice of appeal must be filed in this office (3050 N.E. Third Street, Prineville, OR 97754) within
30 days from receipt of this decision. The appellant has the burden of showing that the decision
appealed from is in error. Any request for stay of this decision in accordance with 43 CFR 4.21
must be filed with your appeal. A notice of appeal and/or request for stay electronically
transmitted (e.g., email, facsimile, or social media) will not be accepted; a notice of appeal
and/or request for stay must be on paper.

/84 2, L 30-/P
H.F. “Chip” Faver, Fleld Manager Date
Central Oregon Field Office

Prineville District Bureau of Land Management
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